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Call for action October 10th 
Dear Friends: 


Forgive the redundancy of this message, but we 
are in the midst of a critical fight to preserve 
language in a U.S. appropriations bill that would 
prevent the IMF and World Bank from carrying out 
one of their crueler and stupider policies -- 
requiring poor countries to charge children and 
adults for access to basic education and 
healthcare services. 


Whether the people in the United States on this 
list make calls pursuant to the alert below could 
play an important role in determining the outcome 
of this fight. 


We've already won the first round, with inclusion 
by the House of Representatives of the 
amendment in their foreign operations 
appropriations bill. Now we have to make sure 
that the Treasury Department does_ not 
successfully maneuver  to- eliminate the 
amendment. 


For those in the US with a Democratic 
representative in the House, please take a couple 
minutes to call your member of Congress. 


Robert Weissman <rob@essential.org> Essential 
Information P.O. Box 19405, Washington, DC 
20036, USA Tel: 1-202-387-8030 Fax: 1-202- 
234-5176 www.essential.org 


We have learned that the landmark amendment 
passed by the U.S. House of Representatives 
earlier this year to withhold U.S. funds from the 


IMF and World Bank unless they eliminate 
required "user fees" for primary health and 
education programs may be in danger. 


Negotiations are now underway to reconcile the 
House bill (with the amendment) with the Senate 
bill (which does not have it). We need to send a 
clear signal that Democrats in the House support 
the amendment, and that they oppose harmful 
new conditions on debt relief being suggested by 
Republicans. 


The letter below is being circulated by Rep. Dennis 
Kucinich. It is addressed to the two most 
influential House Democrats in determining the 
fate of the Foreign Operations appropriations bill. 


If you are in the U.S. or are a U.S. citizen and 
your Representative is a Democrat or 
Independent, PLEASE CALL YOUR 
REPRESENTATIVE ON TUESDAY (October 10) to 
urge her/him to sign on to this letter. It may 
mean the difference in providing health care and 
education for people in Africa, Asia, the Caribbean, 
and Latin America, and in preventing debt relief 
from becoming another tool for advancing the 
neoliberal "free trade" agenda. THE CAPITOL 
SWITCHBOARD (for all Representatives and 
Senators) IS 202/224-3121. 


Tell the staffer you speak to that they may 
communicate their sign-ons to Jaron Bourke in 
Rep. Kucinich's office at 225-5871. 

Thanks! 50 Years Is Enough Network 


LETTER FROM HOUSE DEMOCRATS 
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Honorable David Obey Honorable Nancy Pelosi 
Dear Rep. Obey and Rep. Pelosi: 


We write to you concerning a matter of urgent 
concern: attempts in conference negotiations to 
link debt relief to inappropriate and harmful 
structural adjustment conditions on the world's 
poorest countries. We believe that U.S. 
legislation on debt relief must be consistent with 
the program's aims: to relieve the burden of the 
world's most impoverished people. We ask that 
you, as the leading Democratic negotiators, 
strongly *oppose* efforts to require rapid trade 
liberalization as a prerequisite for bilateral or 
multilateral debt relief in the current fiscal year. 
Further, we ask that you strongly *support* 
provisions in the House Foreign Operations bill 
that do support reforms of the _ international 
financial institutions to make them more 
transparent, to clarify and separate their roles, to 
keep them within their mandates, and to permit 
developing countries to guarantee investments in 
basic health care and education. Specifically, we 
strongly urge you to maintain Section 588 in the 
final bill submitted to the President. It is essential 
to use Congress' leverage to prevent international 
financial institutions from imposing or encouraging 
“user fees" on primary health care and education. 
In this way, we can fulfill the United States' pledge 
to provide meaningful debt relief to the world's 
poorest countries. 


Sincerely, 


Inside Corporate America 


So call me a liar. | was standing in front of the 
New York Hilton Hotel a couple weeks ago when 
the limousine carrying International Monetary 
Fund Director Horst Kohler zoomed by, hit a bump 
and out flew a report, "Ecuador Interim Country 
Assistance Strategy" marked, "CONFIDENTIAL 
NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION". You suspect that's not 
how | got this document, but you can trust me 
that it contains the answer to a very puzzling 
question. 


Inside the Hilton, Professor Anthony Giddens 
explained to an earnest crowd of London School of 
Economics alumni that, "Globalization is a FACT, 
and it is driven by the communications 
revolution." 


Wow. That was an eye-opener.The screeching 
green-haired freakers outside the hotel 
demonstrating against the IMF have it all wrong. 
Globalization, Giddens seems to say, is all about 


giving every villager in the Andes a Nokia 
internet-capable mobile phone. What puzzled me 
is why anyone would protest this happy march 
into the globalized future. 


So | thumbed through my purloined IMF Strategy 
for Ecuador looking for a chapter on connecting 
Ecuador's schools to the world wide web. Instead, 
| found a secret schedule. By November 1 this 
year, it says, Ecuador's government is ordered to 
raise the price of cooking gas by 80%. Also, the 
government must eliminate 26,000 jobs and cut 
real wages for the remaining workers by 50% in 
four steps on months specified by the IMF. By 
July, Ecuador will begin to transfer ownership of 
its biggest water system to foreign operators and 
grant British Petroleum's ARCO unit rights to build 
and own an oil pipeline over the Andes. 


That's for starters. In all, the IMF's 167 detailed 
loan conditions look less like an Assistance Plan 
and more like a blueprint for a financial coup 
d'etat. 


The IMF would counter that it has no choice. After 
all, Ecuador is flat busted, thanks to the implosion 
of the nation's commercial banks. But how did 
Ecuador, an OPEC member with resources to 
Spare, end up in such a pickle? For that, we have 
to turn back to 1983, when the IMF forced 
Ecuador's government to take over the soured 
private debts of Ecuador's elite owed to foreign 
banks. For this bail-out of US and local financiers, 
Ecuador's government borrowed $1.5 billion. 


For Ecuador to pay back this loan, the IMF 
dictated price hikes in electricity and other 
necessities. And when that didn't drain off enough 
cash, yet another Assistance Plan required the 
state to eliminate 120,000 workers. 


Furthermore, while trying to pay down the 
mountain of IMF obligations, Ecuador foolishly 
"liberalized" its tiny financial market, cutting local 
banks loose from government controls and letting 
private debt and interest rates explode. Who 
pushed Ecuador into this nutty romp with free- 
market banking? Hint: the initials are I-M-F - 
which made bank liberalization a condition of 
another berserker Assistance Plan. The facts of 
this nasty little history come from an internal IMF 
report marked, "Please do not cite." Pretend | 
didn't. 


The IMF and its sidekick the World Bank have lent 
a sticky helping hand to scores of nations. Take 
Tanzania. Today, in that African state, 1.4 million 
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people are getting ready to die. They are the 8% 
of the nation's population with the AIDS virus. 
The IMF and World Bank have come to the rescue 
with a_ brilliant neo-liberal solution: require 
Tanzania to charge for hospital visits, previously 
free. Since the Banks imposed this requirement, 
the number of patients treated in Dar Es Salaam's 
three big public hospitals has dropped by 53%. 
The Banks’ cures must be working. 


The IMF-World Bank also ordered Tanzania to 
charge fees for school attendance. Now, the Banks 
express surprise that school enrollment has 
dropped from 80% to 66%. 


Altogether the Bank and IMF have 157 helpful 
suggestions for Tanzania. This April, the 
Tanzanian government secretly agreed to adopt 
them all. It was sign or starve. No developing 
nation can borrow hard currency without IMF 
blessing (except China, whose output grows at 
5.0% per year by studiously following the reverse 
of IMF policies). 


The IMF and World Bank have effectively 
controlled Tanzania's economy since 1985. 
Admittedly, when the Banks took charge they 
found a socialist nation mired in poverty, disease 
and debt. The Banks' neo-liberal experts wasted 
no time in cutting trade barriers, limiting 
government subsidies and selling off state 
industries. The Bank's shadow governors worked 
wonders. According to Bank-watcher Nancy 
Alexander of Globalization Challenge Initiative 
(Washington), in just 15 years, Tanzania's GDP 
has dropped from $309 to $210 per capita, the 
literacy rate is falling, and the rate of abject 
poverty has jumped to 51% of the population. 


Yet, despite this neo-liberal effort, the World Bank 
has failed to win the hearts and minds of 
Tanzanians to its free market game plan. In J une, 
the Bank reported in frustration,"One legacy of 
socialism is that most people continue to believe 
the State has a fundamental role in promoting 
development and providing social services." 


The World Bank and IMF were born in 1944 with 
simple, laudable mandates - to fund post-war 
reconstruction and development projects (the 
World Bank) and lend bank hard currency to 
nations skint by temporary balance-of-payments 
deficits (the IMF). 


Then, beginning 1980, the Banks seem to take on 
an alien form. In the early 1980s, Third World 
nations, hemorrhaging after the five-fold increases 


in oil prices and a like jump in dollar interest 
payments, brought their begging bowls to the IMF 
and World Bank. But instead of debt relief, they 
received Structural Assistance Plans listing an 
average of 114 "conditionalities" in return for 
capital. While the particulars varied nation to 
nation, in every case, the roll-over of debts 
dangled from edicts to remove trade barriers, sell 
national assets to foreign investors, slash social 
spending and make labour "flexible" (read, ‘crush 
your unions’). 


Some say the radical and vicious change in the 
Banks in 1980 resulted from Ronald Reagan's 
election that year as President, the quickening of 
Mrs Thatcher's powers and the beginning of the 
neo-liberal ascendency in policy. (My own 
information is that the IMF and World Bank were 
taken over by a space alien named Larry. It's 
obvious that "Larry" Summers, once World Bank 
chief economist, now US Treasury Secretary, is in 
reality a platoon of extra terrestrials sent here to 
turn much of the human race into a source of 
cheap protein. But | digress.) 


So what have The Aliens accomplished with their 
Structural Assistance free-market prescriptions? 
An article by Samuel Britten in last week's 
Financial Times declared that the new world 
capital markets and free trade have, "brought 
about an unprecedented increase in world living 
standards." Britten cites the huge growth in GDP 
per capita, life expectancy and literacy in the less 
developed world from 1950 to 1995. 


Now hold on a minute. Until 1980, virtually every 
nation in his survey was either socialist or welfare 
statist. They were developing on the "Import 
Substitution Model," by which _ locally-owned 
industry built through government investment and 
high tariffs, anathema to the neoliberals. In those 
dark ages of increasing national government 
control and ownership (1960-1980), per capita 
income grew 73% in Latin America and 34% in 
Africa. By comparison, since 1980, Latin American 
growth has come to a virtual halt, growing by less 
than 6% over 20 years - and African incomes 
have DECLINED by 23%. 


Now let's count the corpses. From 1950 to 1980, 
socialist and statist welfare policies added more 
than a decade of life expectancy to virtually every 
nation on the planet. From 1980 to today, life 
under Structural Assistance has gotten brutish and 
shorter. Since 1985, the total number of illiterate 
people has risen and life expectancy is falling in 
fifteen African nations - which Britten attributes to 
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"bad luck, [not] the international economic 
system." In the former Soviet states, where IMF 
and World Bank shock plans hold sway, life 
expectancy has fallen off a cliff - adding 1.4 
million a year to the death rate in Russia alone. 


Admittedly, the World Bank and IMF are 
reforming. No longer do they issue the dreaded 
"Structural Assistance Plans." They now call them, 
"Poverty Reduction Strategies.". Doesn't that 
make you feel better? 


Recently, the Banks reviewed the fruits of 
globalization. In its April "World Outlook" report, 
the IMF admitted that, "in the recent decades, 
nearly one-fifth of the world population have 
regressed. This is arguably," the Bank concedes, 
“one of the greatest economic failures of the 20th 
Century." 


And that, Professor Giddens, is a fact. 


First published The Observer, London - Sunday, 8 
October 2000 

Gregory Palast 
GREGORY.PALAST@GUARDIAN.CO.UK 


Seoul 020 


The torch of the international struggle against 
globalization carries over into East Asia with the 
ASEM 2000 Seoul Day of Action Against Neo- 
Liberal Globalization on the 20th of October. It 
will be held at the same site where the Asian 
financial crisis swept through 3 years ago and left 
much of the region in ruin, it will be organized by 
the people who have lost the most and suffered 
the most from the direct impacts of the neo-liberal 
restructuring program promoted by international 
financial institutions. It will be another sign that 
international resistance against globalization is 
truly ‘international’ and also will be a direct 
contradiction of those who claim that re- 
structuring has succeeded in Korea. 


Less than 2 weeks remain now until the ASEM 
2000 Seoul Day of Action Against Neo-Liberal 
Globalization. The Korean progressive sector has 
marked the ASEM action, not only as important 
people's struggle of the second half of this year, 
but as a struggle which will determine whether the 
people of Korea will be able to again build up a 
significant resistance against the unilateral re- 
structuring program of the government and 
international financial institutions. The Korean 
People's Action Against Investment Treaties and 
the WTO (KoPA) and the People's Rally Committee 


are concentrating their efforts into organizing the 
event. 


Interest and participation in the preparations for 
the struggle has started to build up, both 
nationally and internationally. The diversity of 
the wide-ranging interest and participation in the 
preparations for the struggle has surprised many 
here in Korea. Apart from the social, people's, 
and progressive movement organizations which 
form KoPA and the People's Rally Committee, 
Korean anarchists, numbering few and_ until 
recently not known to exist, have unveiled 
themselves and declared they will participate in 
the struggle against globalization. Many student 
organizations, and university student associations 
have already declared their opposition to the 
Meetings and will act in solidarity with KoPA and 
the People's Rally Committee in their struggle. 
The ‘Joint media project group for ASEM 2000,' 
made up of various progressive and independent 
media organizations in Korea, has been formed to 
bring coverage of the struggle to the people of 
Korea, as well as the world. Pictures, audio, and 
visual data on the struggle will be available 
through various channels soon. This joint project 
group will also act as the independent media 
center in Seoul, bringing news of the actions to 
the world. Human rights groups, professors, 
environmental groups, peace groups, 
actors/directors, and progressive parties have all 
expressed their support for the struggle. Even 
more are expected to join the ranks in the close 
future. 


Perhaps one of the aspects that will distinguish 
the struggle in Seoul from other similar struggles 
in Seattle, Washington, Melbourne and Prague, is 
the fact that major people's organizations and 
trade unions will be actively engaged in the 
preparations for the struggle from the start. They 
will not be largely absent, or opportunistically use 
the movement to promote their own agenda. The 
Korean Confederation of Trade Unions and the 
Korean Farmer's League, both central members 
of both KoPA and the People's Rally Committee, 
have been at the forefront of the organizing 
activities for the actions. It is significant that the 
president of the KCTU, Dan Byung-Ho will give 
the opening address at the rally on the 20th. The 
following is an except from his opening address 
draft: 


"The workers struggling to block the second round 
of restructuring and plan for privatization.... 
actors and directors fighting to save the screen 
quota and preserve cultural diversity...... the rage 
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of the farmers who have had to burn the crops 
they have’ raised because of market 
liberalization...... the heroic struggle of the 
temporary workers this past summer......... the 
flame of the struggle against neo-liberal 
globalization is already burning. 


We are positive that the resistance by the people 
of the world which started in Seattle was not just 
an ‘incident.' The struggle in Seattle has 
continued in Washington, Davos, Bangkok, 
Melbourne, and Prague. These struggles were 
the anger of the people of the world who have had 
their democratic rights and livelihood taken away 
by neo-liberal globalization, and a clear warning 
against trans-national capital, imperialism, and 
the governments of each country promoting such 
policies. The people of Korea support the 
struggle by the people of the world against neo- 
liberal globalization and seek to follow in their 
footsteps. Today, we join hands with the people 
of the world in the struggle against neo-liberal 
globalization." (The entire draft can be seen at the 
KoPA homepage: http://antiwto.jinbo. net) 


A look at the calendar shows a busy week ahead 
for us. A joint concert and culture festival, in 
which many actors, musical artists, and bands will 
be present to voice their opposition to the neo- 
liberal free trade order will be held at J oong-Ang 
University tomorrow. A joint discussion between 
the progressive organizations of Korea will be held 
on both the 11th and 12th, the first one on public 
service and the second one on the Korea-U.S. 
and Korea-Japan bi-lateral investment treaties. 
The coming week is also the ‘Student Action 
Week Against Neo-Liberalism' when students will 
be holding discussions, demonstrations, and other 
events to gather support and _ promote 
participation in the struggle on the 20th. All these 
events have been planned with the purpose of 
raising awareness among the public about the 
effects that neo-liberal globalization, investment 
treaties, and financial investment treaties have 
on the people of the world. 


The next week, leading up to the actions on the 
20th, will be even more exciting, with various 
actions being planned on the 16th, 17th, and 
18th, the all night culture festival on the 19th, 
the Seoul Day of Action on the 20th, and a KCTU 
rally on the 21st. 


The government is doing all that it can to 
prevent the success of this struggle. A recent 
news article reported on the government putting 
pressure on the police and corporations located in 


the vicinity of the ASEM tower to’ ban any 
demonstrations or rallys in the area during the 
meetings. As in Seattle, the area around the 
conference area will be off limits during the 
duration of the meetings, and as in Prague, 
thousands of police will be stationed to block 
demonstrations. A clash is unavoidable at this 
point in time. 


The Asia Europe Meeting is a_ conference 
developed to promote cooperation between the 
two continents. We already know that this 
economic cooperation only serves the few, and 
the people of Korea will be out in the streets to 
voice opposition to that reality. But the voices 
and demands that will be voiced in Korea will not 
be limited to the interests of the people of Asia, 
or even Europe and Asia. They will be the voices 
of the people of the world, who have lost too 
much already to the system of inequality and 
exclusion which neo-liberal globalization, financial 
institutions, and governments enforce. 


It is integral to the success of the struggle in 
Seoul that the people of the world know about 
and support us in our struggle and express their 
solidarity to our actions against neo-liberalism. 
Let other activists, organizations, contacts know 
about this struggle, organize discussions on the 
subject, organize actions if possible, and please 
send us your messages of support and solidarity, 
either through e-mail, or better yet, post it 
directly on the bulletin board at the KoPA 
homepage. It will be a great help to our common 
cause. More updates and news to come soon! 


The struggle of the People Continues in Seoul!! 
An Immediate Stop to Neo-Liberal Globalization!! 


More information on the actions can be seen at: 
http: //antiwto.jinbo.net 


Regular updates on the preparations for the ASEM 
action can be heard through the internet 
broadcasts at: 
http: //cast.jinbo.net/news/ yundai.html 


Contact us at: kopa@jinbo.net 


Korean People's Action against Investment 
Treaties and the WTO(KoPA) / People's Rally 
Committee ** This newsletter is originally from 
the Policy and _ Information Center for 
International Solidarity (PICIS: 
http://picis.jinbo.net) Newsletter Team 
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The UN Economic and Financial 
Committee conclusions (October 5th) 


Statements 


MARGARIDA ROSA DA SILVA IZATA (Angola) said 
that her Government recognized the positive 
aspects of globalization and what it represented 
for the development of the world economy. It was 
worrying, however, that developing countries were 
not able to benefit from the process as they 
should. Angola shared the recommendations that 
came out of the Havana Programme of Action, in 
the sense that it called for an adoption of a new 
architecture for the international financial system. 
It was utopian to believe that under the current 
rules of international trade, developing countries 
would be able to contribute in a significant way to 
world economic growth and development. 


It was inconceivable that two unequal groups 
could participate under the same terms in any 
given process. In this sense, Angola felt that it 
was crucial that the rules governing current 
economic relations between States be redefined. 
There was a need for a reassessment of the 
international trade system. Distortions in the 
current system had caused developing countries 
to increasingly lose their capability to compete in 
the international market. The proliferation of tariff 
barriers had drastically reduced their resources. 


With regard to the foreign debt of the developing 
countries, Angola was hopeful that the future 
discussions on innovative mechanisms would 
make a clear assessment of the root cause of the 
current situation. The poor continued to be poor, 
and the rich continued to disregard the difficulties 
that were inherent in underdevelopment. Her 
delegation looked forward to the High-Level 
Meeting on Financing for Development to be held 
next year. 


ABDALLAH BAALI (Algeria) said that the 
Millennium Declaration was the road map to be 
followed to achieve development goals. It was an 
important time to stress the importance of 
strengthening the United Nations to enable it to 
better meet the challenges of the new millennium. 
Globalization continued to dominate debates both 
at the United Nations and elsewhere in the world. 
It had to be acknowledged that very little had 
been done to regulate globalization or to direct it 
towards the service of all countries, particularly 
the less advantaged. Its opportunities were still 
part of a virtual reality for many countries, 
especially those of the South. Its negative effects 


and dangers were felt increasingly in many parts 
of the world. 


The international community could not continue to 
call for globalization with a human face and 
poverty reduction just to have a clear conscience, 
he said. What was needed was the clear 
identification of the causes of the increase in 
poverty in developing countries. Strong and 
sustainable economic growth in developing 
countries must play a fundamental role in their 
development. In that regard, he could not stress 
enough the specific situation of Africa and the 
need to give it particular attention. 


Globalization, he said, was often accompanied by 
a revolution in information and communication 
technologies. However, the digital revolution had 
added a new dimension to the gap between the 
North and the South and placed the threat of 
further marginalization on the countries of the 
South. He hoped the countries in the North would 
be able to provide the necessary support to their 
neighbours in the South. 


U TIN WINN (Myanmar) said that, to achieve 
higher economic growth, mobilization of resources 
-- domestic or otherwise -- was essential. Trade 
and foreign direct investment (FDI) were critical in 
promoting sustainable economic growth and 
reducing poverty. However, not every country 
benefited from trade and FDI. For those countries 
which were not able to benefit from FDI, official 
development assistance (ODA) remained an 
essential element in the fight against poverty and 
the achievement of sustainable development. 
Official development assistance financed much 
needed basic physical infrastructure and capacity- 
building in developing countries, especially least 
developed countries. 


His Government had embarked on a policy of 
increasing agricultural production and_ food 
security aS a basic step to further develop its 
economy, he said. Private sector participation was 
highly encouraged and welcomed in promoting 
agricultural production. In addition to the 
promotion of private investments in newly 
established industrial zones, private entrepreneurs 
were encouraged to invest in large-scale farming 
and plantations to improve agricultural 
productivity. 


At the same time, he continued, the Government 
was concentrating on  the_ provision of 
infrastructure, which would be conducive to 
economic development, such as roads, bridges, 
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irrigation systems, dams-= and _= reservoirs. 
Development of infrastructure would not only 
facilitate economic growth but, at the same time, 
consolidate national unity, encourage greater 
participation of the majority of the population in 
economic activities and increase employment 
opportunities. In order to bring minority and 
ethnic areas into the mainstream of national 
economy, the Government had introduced the 
Border Areas and National Races Development 
Programme, which emphasized basic health and 
education services, and constructing bridges and 
access roads to major cities. 


MUBARAK HUSSEIN RAHMTALLA (Sudan) said the 
Millennium Summit had defined the challenges of 
the twenty-first century. The Sudan believed that 
in order to achieve the goals of the Millennium 
Declaration, both the countries of the North and 
the South had to work together in a spirit of 
mutual respect. Within the context of the 
challenges of this century, Africa stood out as a 
priority. Large investments for basic education and 
health care should be secured. On top of that, 
food security and an environmental policy that 
was based on sustainable development were 
needed. 


The activities of civil society could play a great 
role in the development process in Africa, he said. 
There was also a need to enable developing 
countries to play a role in the economic field. The 
countries of Africa needed to work with their 
partners to find suitable solutions to foreign debt 
and free trade. To ensure the flow of ODA, there 
was a need for cooperation between donor 
countries and developing countries. 


The failure to meet the challenges of Africa would 
be morally unacceptable. In that regard, the 
development role of the United Nations had to be 
strengthened. The relation between the South and 
the North took place under a serious imbalance of 
power. The Member States should work hard in 
order to regain an acceptable balance in the 
world. JEAN DELACROIX BAKONIARIVO 
(Madagascar) said development was increasingly 
escaping many States, while clinging to a handful 
of countries that already held 80 per cent of the 
world’s wealth. The recent increase in oil prices 
could exacerbate that situation. Some countries 
had sensed that they had been rejected by the 
international community because they were not 
effectively participating in the global economy. 
Migration to the North and numerous conflicts in 
the impoverished South called for urgent action in 
order to put an end to unequal development. The 


United Nations should play a decisive role in 
reversing the current trend and ensuring that 
globalization benefited all. 


On the threshold of a new millennium, the 
international community must be prepared to 
repair the international financial and _ trade 
structure to create an environment conducive to 
development, he said. Only with the effective 
transfer of technological resources and protection 
and management of the environment could true 
development take place. The burden of debt 
damaged _ prospects for true _ sustainable 
development for most in Africa. Out of the 40 
States eligible for the Heavily Indebted Poor 
Countries (HIPC) Debt Initiative, only five had 
received a green light from financial institutions. 
Broader measures -- particularly, cancelling the 
debt -- ought to be taken urgently if poverty was 
to be cut in half. 


The poorest countries, he continued, would be 
able to devote enough of their budgets to reducing 
poverty only when they were released from their 
debt burden. No region was marginalized in 
economic terms as much as Africa. In 1998, 
Africa’s share in world trade had only been 2.8 per 
cent. At the same time, cancelling bilateral debt 
could not replace ODA, an_ indispensable 
component in any development strategy -- 
particularly for the least developed countries. 


SAID BEN MUSTAPHA (Tunisia) said that the 
Millennium Declaration was of historic importance 
and should provide a source of inspiration for the 
work of the Second Committee. Continued poverty 
and depravation was an incompatible paradox 
when compared with the scientific advances of 
mankind. Many countries were plagued by 
overwhelming debt burdens. Tunisia believed that 
debt should be recycled so that poor countries 
might reinvest in new projects. 


Last year, during the fifty-fourth General 
Assembly session, Tunisia had proposed a world 
solidarity fund. His country believed that solidarity 
could be a supplement to the tools that already 
existed. Over the past year, various regional 
organizations and international conferences had 
supported the initiative. In order to ensure that 
the project would make headway, there had been 
a series of working meetings to prepare a text 
that would explain the parameters of the fund. His 
delegation planned to put forward a_ draft 
resolution to that end and hoped that it would be 
adopted. 
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Tunisia felt that globalization should help all 
people, he said. His delegation hoped that the 
upcoming conference on development would adopt 
conclusions that took into account the individual 
concerns of developing countries. Medium-income 
countries should be acknowledged as_ well. 
Worldwide action in development assistance was 
necessary, particularly in Africa. In that continent, 
a country’s external debt was often higher than its 
gross national product (GNP). 


The recent financial crises made it clear that 
financial institutions had to take action to ensure 
that developing countries could be protected from 
such crises. Globalization made it impossible for 
trade policies to be harmonized unless cooperation 
and coordination was improved. This cooperation 
would be a benefit to sustainable development. He 
hoped that financial institutions would adopt 
special provisions for developing countries. 


TAN YEE WOAN (Singapore) said that the 
momentum of the Millennium Summit had to be 
seized now -- before interest and commitment 
trickled away. The situation was unquestionably 
bad. According to the latest World Bank report on 
poverty, at a time of unprecedented wealth for 
many, 2.8 billion people lived on less than two 
dollars a day. Furthermore, this was not a static 
situation. The population of the world would grow 
by some 2 billion in the next 25 years, with 97 per 
cent of that increase in developing countries. 


There were strong moral reasons why the 
developed world had the obligation to help 
developing countries overcome poverty, she said. 
Poor countries suffered most of the internal and 
cross-border conflicts occurring today. While some 
of those conflicts might also have ethnic or 
religious aspects, the root of almost all of them 
was the ferocious competition for survival in 
circumstances of scarce resources. The _ rich 
countries had already seen other consequences of 
conflict and poverty in poorer countries. The 
twentieth century had seen some of the largest 
movements of human beings in history -- most of 
them, the consequence of war or economic 
catastrophe. 


Among the best things that rich countries could do 
to reduce poverty in the developing world would 
be to open their markets. At the same time, free 
trade was not enough. Development assistance 
directed towards capacity- building and training 
was still vitally necessary. Attempts to link both 
trade and development assistance to utopian 
standards of environment and labour protection 


should be strongly resisted. The protesters in rich 
countries, who opposed globalization and trade 
liberalization, had missed the point completely. 
Developing countries did not want globalization to 
be halted. That would only marginalize them 
further and make it impossible for them to lift 
themselves out of poverty. Those countries 
wanted to be full participants in globalization, and 
enjoy its benefits. 


HUSSAM-EDIM A’ALA (Syria) said that the world 
economic growth rate had slowed down with a 
particularly adverse effect on developing 
countries, leading to their marginalization. Many 
developing countries were still far from benefiting 
from the opportunities promised with 
globalization. Globalization had left profound 
effects on various areas of international relations. 
Its effects might even threaten international peace 
and security. With the current international 
economic order, the strongest and richest were 
protected, and the assistance given to poor 
countries was decreasing. 


His country would like to see the preparations for 
the upcoming conference on_ financing for 
development concluded as soon as possible, he 
said. He supported the holding of the conference 
in a member State of the “Group of 77” 
developing countries and China. Concerned with 
the dwindling amount of ODA, he called on 
developed countries to respect their 
commitments, keeping in mind the development 
needs of developing countries. He was also 
concerned with the worsening debt problem. 
Developing countries were now in a vicious cycle 
of debt and underdevelopment. The problem must 
be solved collectively, and the debt of the poorest 
countries cancelled. 


Syria, a developing country that experienced 
drought, had to take into account the importance 
of water resources and their management, he 
said. He would like the Committee to study that 
problem in light of the results of the Commission 
on Sustainable Development, which had studied 
the adoption of an overall strategy to manage 
drinking water. He was also concerned about the 
decline in financial resources given to the 
implementation of the United Nations Convention 
to Combat Desertification in Countries 
Experiencing Serious Drought and/or 
Desertification, Particularly in Africa, which was 
important due to the negative ecological and 
economic effects of desertification in many 
developing countries. 
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YAVUZ SELIM CUBUKCU (Turkey) said that, during 
the last decade of the twentieth century, the world 
had witnessed an ever-growing abundance of 
intellectual and material resources due _ to 
staggering developments in technology. That 
abundance ought to provide not only a larger 
integration of opportunities, but also help raise 
living standards in a global framework. The 
international community, however, had _ fallen 
short in rising to the occasion and capturing the 
momentum, which could have been instrumental 
in laying down the groundwork to help pull 1.5 
billion people out of abject poverty. 


He said that providing developing countries with 
external financial and technical assistance, and 
sustained efforts to integrate the least developed 
countries into the global financial and trade 
system were imperative in today’s international 
economy. The international community should 
take the needs of developing countries into 
account in order to reverse the growing 
marginalization of the poor and achieve progress 
towards realistic goals of human development. 


In the meantime, he continued, the problems of 
landlocked and transit countries should not be 
overlooked. Those countries were _ being 
increasingly marginalized despite their efforts to 
build enabling national environments. They were 
experiencing the further deterioration of their 
economies and even lower living standards than in 
previous years. Turkey would continue to provide 
support to those countries to help them overcome 
their economic problems. 


SIMBAWA AWESSO (Togo) said that the 
Millennium Summit had taken place at a crucial 
time. On the eve of the third millennium, the 
economy and social situation of the world was still 
not satisfactory. In Africa, 44 per cent of the 
population lived well below the poverty line. In 
that context, the goal to halve the number of poor 
people in the world by 2015 seemed difficult to 
achieve. Globalization was a world phenomenon 
that had not created wealth for all. It had 
seriously hampered the development of some 
countries and made it difficult to integrate them 
into the world economy. That should not make the 
international community indifferent. 


In order to meet the specific needs of Africa, the 
international community had to work together to 
provide effective and substantial remedies. In that 
regard, Togo felt that the High-Level Meeting, 
scheduled for 2001, would be a good opportunity 
to adopt measures to eradicate poverty in the 


least developed countries. The agenda should bear 
in mind the specific needs of developing countries 
as well as their external debt. It was more 
pressing than ever to find a solution to global 
poverty by adopting bold and_ sustainable 
measures. 


The need for the establishment of a just 
international trade system was apparent, he said. 
The system’s imbalance was extremely harmful to 
developing countries. There was an urgent need 
for private capital flows to countries in the South. 
The year 2001 would be a decisive year for the 
least developed countries. Information and 
communication technology was an area where the 
gap was widening. The high-level debate in the 
Economic and Social Council had pointed out the 
potential for new technologies in development. 
However, the digital divide had only worsened. 


ELMIRA IBRAIMOVA (Kyrgyzstan) said that 
landlocked developing countries faced difficulties 
in international competition due to _ their 
geographic locations. Prices for transportation of 
their goods were much higher than for the 
countries located near seashores. Collective and 
constructive action at the United Nations and 
other relevant forums should be undertaken for 
unimpeded access of landlocked developing 
countries to the sea, reduction of transit transport 
costs and the development of adequate transit 
transport infrastructure. Action should also be 
taken to seek _ international and_ regional 
cooperation for fair competitiveness, sustainable 
development and positive integration of those 
countries into the globalizing world economy. 


The establishment of a uniform transport system 
was especially important for Central Asia, which 
was located far from large sea routes, she 
continued. Kyrgyzstan was working for the 
creation of a uniform transport system with access 
to external markets and the creation of modern 
communication systems. That would not only 
reduce the distance and time of transportation, 
but would also become a powerful impetus for 
economic development. Such projects as TRACEKA 
(transport corridor Europe-Caucasus- Asia) had 
already begun to be developed and realized. 


She urged all States and the United Nations 
system to take advantage of the International 
Year of Mountains to ensure the present and 
future well-being of mountain communities by 
promoting conservation and sustainable 
development in mountain areas. The end of the 
Year should be the beginning of consistent and 
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forward-looking development of mountain regions. 
Hoping that its realization would promote 
mobilization of economic, technical and financial 
resources for the sustainable development of 
mountain areas, Kyrgyzstan offered to host, in 
2002, the International Conference on Mountains 
under the auspices of the United Nations. 


SUH DAE-WON (Republic of Korea) said that it 
was quite clear that unless proper action was 
taken, economic disparities and _ information 
poverty would be further aggravated. Given the 
financial difficulties of most developing countries, 
it was not possible for them to tap into the 
benefits accruing from globalization. Faced with 
that new environment, the United Nations should 
take the lead in the pursuit of sustainable 
development and_ poverty” eradication in 
developing countries. 


Partnerships among major stakeholders were 
essential to adequately address the multifaceted 
and interrelated challenges, he said. In that 
context, the United Nations should strengthen its 
partnership with major development stakeholders, 
such as the Bretton Woods institutions and the 
World Trade Oraganization (WTO). United Nations 
development strategies needed to be overhauled, 
and the Organization should redouble its efforts to 
promote greater coherence and efficiency in its 
activities. 


Turning to the subject of the environment and 
sustainable development, he_ stressed the 
importance of implementing Agenda 21. “Rio+10” 
would serve as another landmark event for 
renewing the international community’s 
commitment to sustainable development. In an 
effort to facilitate the transfer of environmentally 
sound technologies, the Republic of Korea had 
hosted a_ high-level forum on _ South-South 
cooperation in science and technology transfer 
earlier this year. Confronted with the widening gap 
among and within nations, it was all the more 
necessary to forge a genuine global partnership. 


OCHIR ENKHTSETSEG, Director, Department of 
Multilateral Cooperation, Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
of Mongolia, said that most developing countries 
had yet to see the benefits of increasing trade 
liberalization. Too often the simple reason was 
lack of resources. Although ODA remained an 
important factor in the development endeavours 
of developing countries, its per-capita flow had 
been on the decline. The rationale behind the cut 
could, by and large, be described as a “trade, not 
aid” approach, which needed to be reviewed. Aid, 


investment and trade did not necessarily exclude 
each other. On the contrary, their 
complementarity and mutual reinforcement were 
critical for promoting sustainable economic growth 
and reducing poverty. 


In that regard, she drew the Committee’s 
attention to the relevant decisions taken by the 
South Summit held in April on: the formulation of 
a comprehensive international strategy to reverse 
the decline in ODA and achieve its 0.7 per cent 
target by 2010; the outright cancellation of 
unsustainable debt of developing countries; the 
creation of an enabling international economic 
environment conducive to full implementation of 
the Uruguay Round agreements; and reforms for a 
new financial architecture, that ensured the full 
participation of the developing countries in 
international economic decision-making. 


Mongolia strongly favoured the holding of an 
International Ministerial Meeting on_ transit 
transport issues in 2003 to assess the progress 
achieved in implementing the Global Framework 
for Transit Transport Cooperation and to chart 
future collective action, she said. New measures 
for duty-and-quota-free access for goods and 
services from landlocked developing countries 
ought to be considered in the context of 
multilateral trade negotiations and other 
preferential arrangements. 


WALID AL-HADID (Jordan) said that the 
deliberations of the Second Committee were 
particularly important this year in light of the work 
of the Millennium Summit. While the world had 
moved into the twenty-first century, there 
remained a large gap between rich and poor. 
Twenty per cent of the inhabitants of the world 
consumed 80 per cent of the resources, while 
many lived on less than one dollar a day. The 
challenge was to distribute the benefits of 
globalization in an equitable way. For many poor 
countries, the debt problem impeded development 
efforts. A speedy response must be made to make 
the economies of developing countries more 
liberal. 


The international monetary system must be 
reformed, he said. The system currently benefited 
the exports of the most developed countries. The 
debt of poor countries should be cancelled, 
reduced or partially repurchased. There needed to 
be a transfer of technology to developing 
countries. There must also be better access to the 
markets of developed countries for the developing 
countries, especially in agriculture and textiles. He 
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hoped that the upcoming High-Level Meeting 
would help to solve the problem of the availability 
of resources. 


His delegation reaffirmed the central role of the 
United Nations, which was the most democratic 
body of nations in the world. He hoped that any 
resolutions adopted in this Committee would 
represent the hopes of all countries. 


LYONPO OM PRADHAN (Bhutan) said that ODA 
was vital in the efforts of the international 
community to tackle the problems of poverty and 
in promoting environmentally sensitive sustainable 
development. While foreign development in the 
years to come would hopefully play a greater role 
in a larger number of developing countries, it 
could not be expected to replace ODA. It would be 
naive to think that the majority of developing 
countries, especially the least developed 
countries, would be able to establish the right 
national conditions to make private investments 
forthcoming. That was why Bhutan placed 
emphasis on the importance of ODA flows. 


His delegation was aware that while the developed 
countries had to extend their cooperation to 
reduce poverty, the developing countries must do 
their best to provide stability and good 
governance. In Bhutan, there was a_ people- 
centered policy of socio-economic development. 
The Government had also worked on preserving 
the national environment, which not only 
benefited Bhutan but also other countries in the 
region. As a result, nearly three fourths of 
Bhutan’s land was under mostly pristine forests. 


In the report of the Secretary-General on the work 
of the Organization, it was estimated that the 
world population would expand to 10 billion by the 
year 2030. This was alarming because of the 
tremendous efforts being put in to contain 
population. Population explosion and consequent 
migration could very often wreak havoc in the 
economic policies and development efforts of 
neighbouring countries and _ regions. The 
international community should pay _ closer 
attention to this phenomenon while considering 
issues of peace and security, poverty and 
development. 


JOSE ROBERTO ANDINO SALAZAR (El Salvador) 
said that the vast majority of leaders at the 
Millennium Summit had pointed to an increasingly 
interdependent world. The benefits of globalization 
had not reached all countries equally. The 
countries with small economies and vulnerable 


populations were still left out of the benefits of 
globalization. Developed countries should create 
policies to open up their markets to developing 
countries, facilitate the transfer of technology and 
respect the commitments made towards 
assistance to developing countries. 


Among the issues of deep concern to his 
delegation were development, the eradication of 
poverty, the creation of a fair and equitable 
trading system, the preservation of the 
environment and the reduction of the impact of 
natural disasters, he said. In an era _ of 
globalization and market liberalization, the role of 
trade and investment became __ increasingly 
important for developing countries. The fact was 
that private capital flows from developed countries 
were not evenly distributed. 


Also of concern, he said, was the steady decline in 
ODA. For many countries, such as El Salvador, 
ODA was an important resource for carrying out 
human development programmes. El Salvador felt 
that it was important to convene the upcoming 
intergovernmental High-Level Meeting on 
Financing for Development and hoped that 
everyone would participate in it, including the 
Bretton Woods institutions and the WTO. 


JOSE PIMENTEL PACHECO (Dominican Republic) 
said that globalization was excluding more and 
more people. In his address at the Millennium 
Summit, the Dominican Republic’s President had 
said that effective and transparent institutions 
were necessary if globalization was to benefit all 
countries. He also stated that it was important to 
have a strong investment in education, food, and 
protecting and enhancing the environment. The 
dynamic forces that made up civil society could 
help to guarantee the kind of development that 
benefited all people. 


As the Secretary-General had stated in his 
Millennium Report, the great volume of external 
debt constituted an extreme _ burden for 
developing countries. Therefore, alleviating the 
debt burden must be a priority for the most 
developed countries. The Dominican Republic was 
committed to protecting the environment. In that 
regard, it was of the utmost importance to follow 
through on the recommendations made in Rio in 
1992. His delegation hoped that tangible results 
could be reached at “Rio+10”. 


MARTIN BELINGA-EBOUTOU (Cameroon) said that 
the Millennium Summit had led to a great deal of 
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hope that the statements delivered would actually 
be implemented. The main thrust of the Summit 
required the international community to fully take 
into account the phenomenon of globalization. No 
country stood alone -- they all shared the same 
environment and breathed the same air. By 
polluting the environment in one country, the 
global environment was polluted. Education was 
another global problem: There were stifled 
geniuses in many developing countries because 
they were deprived of the conditions which would 
have helped them blossom. 


The decade drawing to a close had seen a greater 
awareness of the global nature of problems, he 
said. The United Nations had held many global 
conferences on a number of issues, including 
education, development, human rights and social 
development. While the global nature of problems 
was not new, what was new was the awareness of 
them. There was a realization that the world 
needed a shared approach to and common 


assessment of the difficulties faced, as well as 
ways to solve them. 


Integrating the African continent into the global 
economy required urgent joint action so that 
Africa could become an equal partner in relation to 
the many sources of wealth which existed, he 
said. For that to take place, three things had to 
happen: The first was the elimination of poverty, 
based on cancellation of debt, improvement of 
market access and increase in direct private 
investment. Also important was access to 
information and communication technology, for 
which Africa urgently needed infrastructure. 
Urgent action was also needed to address the 
HIV/AIDS epidemic. Africa was waiting for the 
United Nations to take the lead in the crusade for 
Africa’s integration into the global economy. 
United Nations bodies, including the General 
Assembly and the Economic and Social Council, 
had major roles to play in that respect. 


